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Transmttal of Comments on the Draft Phase I RCRA Facihty InveshgahodRemedml 
Investigabon Report for Operable Umt 15, “Inside Buildings Closures” 

Sue G Shger, Director 
Envrronmental Restorabon Program Division 
EG&G Rocky Hats, Inc 

"his document transnuts the Department of EnergylRocky Flats Field Ofice comments for 
Operable Umt 15 (OU 15) on the subject report The most mportant queshon rased by the 
comments is the ra&onuchde contammabon m Individual Hazardous Substance Sites 
(MSS) 204, the Ongmal Uranium Chp Roaster It is our understandmg that the radiation 
emtted m the rooms compnslng thrs MSS may exceed the rahabon worker protecbon 
levels in 10CFR835, DOE Order 5480 11, and 29CFR1910 

The statement is made III the draft Phase I RCRA Facihty InvesQgabodRemedd 
Invesbgation Report that ”none of the rahonuchde results exceeded the standards provided 
in the Apphcable or Relevant and Appropnate Requrrernents ‘I In the case of IHSS 204, 
tfm is probably incorrect 

We need to make the statements in the report agree with the real19 of the situahon 

Ma& Systems Acquisltlon Division 
Envu-omental RestoraQon 
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cc w/Attachments 
R J Hyland,RTG 
D L Schubbe, EG&G 

cc w/o Attachments 
J M Roberson,AMER, RFFO 
W N Fitch, ER, RFFO 
A L Pnmrose,EG&G 



Comments o f  William N Fitch 
draft Phase I WYRT Report 
Operable Umt 15 Inside Building Closures 

page paragraph lme 
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1-8 
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1-14 

4-19 

1 Item 1 

1 7 

2 Item 2 

The sentence stating "None o f  theMSSs showed radionuclide 
actimty levels of regulatory concern 'I is incorrect MSS 204 IS 

radioactive at levels requmg radiation control I know that the 
plan is to leave the cleanup for rads to the people using the urmum 
chsp roaster people after they use it some more but I need some 
evidence that the roaster is planned for future use 

Is the chp roaster and its rooms in comphance with the ARARS of 
rad worker protection standards The statement in item 4 is not 
correct 

Whde the statement "the MSSs do not exceed rad protection 
standards apphcable under current land use It is techcally correct 
you need to at the caveat " i f  mstitutional and enpeenng safe 
guards remam m place " 

Delete "and need a RCRA -operating pemt 'I and msert "as a 90- 
day storage u t  It and "sites" to "site" m the first of the sentence 

If there is a threat of a post-closure escape, then a BRA is 
requed Can we separate the lack of a cleanup of the chp roaster 
from thls need for a BRA? 

The SOW states additional work is necessary at an M S S  when 
there is a threat of post-closure escape hazardous waste, etc Ttus 
is not a probiem in my opmon The threat should be contamed by 
the bulldrng rad control program But regulatory controIs need to 
be formally in place for the chp  roaster 

5 last sentence under RFYRI Disposition 
The statement "therefore, remedal alternative development was not 
necessary" does not consider MSS 204 

all bullets The &scussion states that Chl squared of 4 04 lndicates that the 
alpha data 1s vahd at the 99 per cent coddence level, but not at 
a9Spercent confidence level Please explan how ths can be It 
does not agree wrth my understandmg of statmcs Perhaps I need 
a refiesher The same problem occurs in the second bullet 



I 

5-25 3 Step 3 Seven of  the sampling areas failed the screerung limt for beta 
There is potential for some rad to be in the floor Further work is 
needed, lookmg under the pant 

5-27 2 See Figure 5-16 Table shows nnsate samples wth  gross alpha of 6400 pCdL 
and Uranium 238 of 7600 p C f i  

5-29 4 5 There is a hmt of rad in MSS 180 

7-2 2 8 If the equipment in the Chp Roaster Room is not used agam, who 
vdl be responsible for the radiabon cleanup? The AK4R"s for 
radiation are currently exceeded Will a HHRA be required in the 
future? 

7-3 

8 -2 

8-3 

1 2 It seems that the radiation data does exceed the ARAR in 204 
Will a BRA be required7 

Item 4 The statement that the IHSSs are in complrance wth ARARs for 
rad is not correct M MSS 204 

Item 9 The Statement "There is no current or unmrnent threat at the OU15 
IHSSs under the current land use " is msleading The phrase "and 
the admustratwe controls m place " should be added to ths 
statement 
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